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RESPONSE TO SPECIES ELECTION REQUIREMENT. WITH TRAVERSE 

In the Species Election Requirement mailed December 22, 2004, with a period 
for response extending to January 24, 2005 (January 22"^^ being a Saturday), the 
Examiner required election under 35 U.S.C. § 121 between the following asserted 
species: Species I (claims 32-48); Species li (claims 49-51); Species III (claims 52-56); 
Species IV (claim 57); and Species V (claim 58). Applicants hereby provisionally elect 
to prosecute Species I, comprising claims 32-48. Applicants election is made with 
traverse for the following reasons. 

In the communication dated December 22, 2004, the Examiner asserted that the 
present application contains five "patentably distinct species" (i.e., Species l-V). 
Therefore, the Examiner concluded that election of one of these species is required 
under Section 121. However, the Examiner failed to provide any explanation of the 
basis for the election requirement and, in particular, the basis for supporting the 
identification or restriction of the species. The communication of December 22, 2004 
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simply includes a listing of the five species, without any explanation or support offered 
by the Examiner. For this reason, Applicants election is made with traverse and 
reconsideration and withdrawal of the election requirement is respectfully requested. 

The Examiner has also failed to demonstrated that a serious burden would exist 
if the Examiner was required to consider the non-elected claims (Species ll-V) along 
with the claims of Species I. There are only ten non-elected claims (claims 49-58). 
Furthermore, a search for prior art with respect to Species I would likely overlap with a 
proper search for that of Species ll-V. For this additional reason. Applicants election is 
made with traverse and reconsideration and withdrawal of the election requirement is 
respectfully requested. 

Please grant any extensions of time required to enter this response and charge 
any additional required fees to our deposit account 06-0916. 
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